Remarks. -Bott (1966) originally established Demanietta as a subgenus of Potamiscus Alcock, 1909, and subsequently transferred it to the genus Ranguna Bott, 1966 (see Bott, 1970) . Ranguna has since been regarded as a junior subjective synonym of Potamiscus, and the former is believed to be a heterogeneous grouping (see Tiirkay and Naiyanetr, 1987, 1989; Holthuis, 1990; Ng, 1990 ; ICZN, 1991; Ng and Naiyanetr, 1993: 6, 31). One of these groups is Demanietta, which was defined by Bott as possessing a slender G1, with a long, tapering terminal segment bearing a broad dorsal fold, and a subterminal segment with a narrow, necklike distal part (Bott, 1966 (Bott, , 1970 Ng and Naiyanetr, 1993: 31) . Naiyanetr (1992a) , in describing a new species from Thailand, D. sirikit, recognized for the first time, the generic status of Demanietta. Subsequently, following a reexamination of the type species Potamon (Potamon) manii Rathbun, 1904, Ng and Naiyanetr (1993) redefined the genus using additional carapace characters, and, in doing so, assigned its species to two genera, Demanietta sensu Ng and Naiyanetr, 1993, and Thaiphusa Ng and Naiyanetr, 1993. In the classification of Ng and Naiyanetr (1993) , Demanietta included D. smalleyi (Bott, 1966) , D. merguensis (Bott, 1966) , and D. tritrungensis (Naiyanetr, 1986) , while Thaiphusa included T. sirikit (Naiyanetr, 1992a) , T. tenasserimensis (Rathbun, 1898) , and T. chantaburiensis (Chuensri, 1973) .
Species of Demanietta and Thaiphusa resemble each other only in the general structure of the GI, and it was this which caused Bott (1966 Bott ( , 1970 to assign all of them to Demanietta. The GI terminal segment fold, however, is relatively higher in Demanietta than in Thaiphusa. Species of Demanietta can, however, be immediately separated from species of Thaiphusa by the following features: (i) the relatively flat carapace with welldefined regions (versus an inflated rounded carapace with poorly defined regions); (ii) serrated and cristate anterolateral margins (versus very low, indistinctly cristate anterolateral margins); (iii) rugose or sharp epigastric cristae and postorbital cristae clearly separated from one another (versus rounded epigastric and postorbital cristae almost confluent with one another); (iv) a broad to acutely triangular epibranchial tooth (versus a low and rounded tooth); (v) rugose and striated branchial and metabranchial regions (versus regions smooth); and (vi) a third maxilliped exopod flagellum length subequal to, or greater than, merus width (versus half to twothirds as long as merus width). Species of Demanietta are also generally aquatic as opposed to the terrestrial habits of species of Thaiphusa (Ng and Naiyanetr, 1993) .
Species of Demanietta differ from Potamon sensu lato (Ng and Naiyanetr, 1993; Yeo and Ng, 1997) in their GI having a slender, conical terminal segment, with broad dorsal fold, and a slender, necklike distal part of the subterminal segment; as well as a generally more transverse, flatter carapace; broader external orbital angles; and entire postorbital cristae which are confluent with the epibranchial tooth (versus breaking up into low granules laterally before reaching the epibranchial tooth). Demanietta also superficially resembles Esanpotamon namsom Naiyanetr and Ng, 1997, a waterfall crab recently described from northeastern Thailand (Naiyanetr and Ng, 1997). These taxa are, however, easily separated by their GI and carapace characters (see Naiyanetr and Ng, 1997) . Alcock (1910) reported D. manii from several localities along the Myanmarese side of the Tenasserim mountain range. These records are probably incorrect and may refer to undescribed species of Demanietta (present study). In addition, further collections may reveal more undescribed species from northwestern and western-central Thailand (unpublished data). Currently, however, the genus Demanietta contains 10 species, namely, D. manii (Rathbun, 1904) , D. renongensis (Rathbun, 1904) , D. merguensis (Bott, 1966) , D. thagatensis (Rathbun, 1904) , D. tritrungensis (Naiyanetr, 1986) (Fig. 6F) ; epibranchial tooth low, broad; frontal margin lacking distinct projection at either end; anterolateral margin weakly serrated (e.g., Fig. 7F (Fig. 8A) . Ischium of third maxilliped broadly rectangular, approximately 1.7 times longer than broad, with well-developed longitudinal median sulcus; merus square, subequal to half of ischium length, with concave outer surface; palp normal; exopod long, exceeding upper edge of ischium but not reaching midpoint of merus, inner margin of distal part produced as blunt tooth, with well-developed flagellum longer than width of merus (Fig. 1H) .
Chelipeds unequal, right side larger, outer surfaces of merus, carpus, and palm distinctly rugose; fingers gaping, shorter than palm, with one or more slightly enlarged cuttingedge teeth, tips hooked and overlapping, smooth, with several longitudinal rows of pits; carpus with robust, obliquely directed subdistal spine on inner margin; merus without subterminal spine (Figs. 1A, B, 9A ).
Ambulatory legs glabrous; fourth ambulatory leg dactylus approximately 1.2 times as long as propodus, approximately 5.2 times longer than proximal width; propodus, carpus, and merus smooth (Fig. IE) .
Suture between sternites 2 and 3 complete, distinct, gently emarginate medially; suture between sternites 3 and 4 not discernible; male abdominal cavity reaching level of median points of cheliped bases (Figs. IF, 6B ). Male abdomen narrowly triangular; telson longer than sixth segment, lateral margins straight, tip rounded, proximal margin almost straight; segment 6 with median length about half of proximal margin length, proximal margin almost straight, lateral margins weakly convex; lateral margins of segments 3-5 almost straight (Figs. ID, 6B) . G1 slightly sinuous, stocky, inner margin and groove for G2 lined with setae; terminal segment clearly separated from subterminal segment, relatively long, about 0.5 times length of subterminal segment, conical, slightly sinuous, tip rounded, dorsal flap extending along median third to half of terminal segment, with low, broadly rounded apex medial in position; subterminal segment broad, with distinct, broad shelf on upper part of outer margin ( Fig. 2A-F) . G2 with distal segment subequal to half of basal segment (Fig. 1G) fig. 6 ) photograph of the specimen; and GI and abdomen drawings of Potamon (Potamon) manii. In addition, the present specimen has a detached right GI which is the side drawn by Rathbun (1904) . The variation in measurements is a common occurrence due mainly to slight differences in the measuring methods of different workers, and to a lesser extent, due to minute physical changes in the specimen, such as damage, shrinkage, etc.
Bott ( Fig. 2A-N) .
Demanietta manii has been reported recently from other parts of Thailand (Ng and Naiyanetr, 1993; Naiyanetr, 1980a Naiyanetr, , 1992b Naiyanetr, , 1996 , as well as from parts of Myanmar along the Tenasserim mountain range (Alcock, 1910). The Thai material is certainly not solely D. manii sensu stricto as presently defined. It consists of a heterogeneous assemblage of undescribed and described species. Furthermore, it is highly improbable that Alcock's (1910) specimens are D. manii, but since we have not been able to examine these specimens, we prefer to regard Alcock's (1910) record as incertae sedis (see later).
Distribution.-Thailand. The actual distribution of this species is unknown. The locality data for the holotype of Demanietta manii simply reads "Bangkok, Siam" (de Man, 1892; Rathbun, 1904). However, it is possible that Harmand merely purchased or obtained it from another collector in Bangkok. It is interesting to note that all of Harmand's fresh-water crab collections were made in northern to eastern Indochina (present day northern and northeastern Thailand, northern Laos, and Vietnam), with nothing being collected from southern Thailand, south of Bangkok (see Rathbun, 1904 Rathbun, , 1905 Diagnosis.-Carapace relatively flat, broader than long; epigastric cristae rugose, not sharp, distinctly anterior to postorbital cristae, postorbital cristae straight; regions behind epigastric and postorbital cristae smooth; external orbital angle broadly triangular, with outer margin longer than inner margin, with shallow, gently concave cleft separating it from epibranchial tooth; epibranchial tooth low, broad; frontal margin lacking distinct projection at either end; anterolateral margin weakly serrated, cristate; posterolateral margins strongly convergent posteriorly; branchial region with distinct rugae; metabranchial region with distinct, short striae; cervical groove distinct; H-shaped groove well developed. G1 slightly sinuous, stocky; terminal segment slightly sinuous, tip bluntly acute, dorsal flap extending along median third to half of terminal segment, with bluntly angular to rounded apex usually medial in position; subterminal segment broad, with distinct, broad shelf on upper part of outer margin. G2 with distal segment subequal to half of basal segment.
Remarks.-The sole type specimen of Demanietta renongensis (Rathbun, 1904) , which is by default the holotype for the species, is a large female (62.8 x 43.5 mm) (USNM 30584) collected by W. L. Abbott obtained from "Renong, Malay Peninsula," which undoubtedly refers to present day Ranong, in peninsular southern Thailand (R. B. Manning, personal communication). This is further supported by the fact that W. L. Abbott's Malayan collections were from peninsular southern Thailand (see Rathbun, 1898; .
The holotype of D. renongensis appears to be conspecific with our recent collections of species of Demanietta from Ranong Province. Furthermore, from the present series of recent collections, only one species of Demanietta occurs in Trang, Krabi, Surat Thani, Phuket, Phangnga, Ranong, and Chumphon provinces. There is little doubt that this species should be referred to D. renongensis. It is important to note, however, that the holotype is a little unusual in that it has a slightly more swollen epigastric region and more concave face than characteristic for the area, but these features are easily explained. The median posterior part of the epigastric region is flattened anteriorly, resulting in a distinctly unnatural compression at the base of the groove separating the epigastric cristae, the "sunken in" appearance of the epigastric cristae themselves and swelling of the epigastric region. This is akin to conditions seen in freshly molted crabs that have suffered from postmolt damage due to pressure applied to the anterior carapace, resulting in buckling of the carapace before it becomes fully calcified and hardened. The concave face is a feature of very large fresh-water crabs, as noted in the Bornean potamid Isolapotamon naidis (see Ng and Tan, 1998: 74) .
Demanietta smalleyi (Bott, 1966) was described from a male and a female from Ko Chang, an island in the Andaman Sea, just off the west coast of Ranong, Thailand. In the carapace structure and other external aspects, the holotype of Demanietta smalleyi is clearly conspecific with populations of Demanietta from the provinces mentioned in the previous paragraph. The G1 of the holotype of D. smalleyi (Fig. 2L-O) differs very slightly from that of a normal D. renongensis G1 (Fig. 2H-K) in having a more slender "neck"(distal part of subterminal segment). This is because the angle at which the former was placed while being drawn was slightly different from that of the latter. (Figs. 2G, H, 4A, B, 5A, B) . In addition, D. renongensis also differs from D. nakhonsi in having a distinctly more transverse carapace (Figs. 6C, D, 7E) ; and in its G1 terminal segment having a bluntly acute tip and a dorsal flap with a bluntly angular to rounded apex (versus rounded tip and a dorsal flap with a broadly rounded apex) (Figs. 21, J, 5C, D) . The medially positioned apex of the GI terminal segment dorsal flap in D. renongensis also differentiates it further from D. huahin, which has a dorsal flap with a weak notch on the proximal margin and an apex skewed toward the proximal portion (Figs. 21, J, 4C, D (Fig.  6E, F) ; (iii) an acute epibranchial tooth (versus broad) (Fig. 6E, F) ; (iv) frontal margin with ventrally directed projections at both ends (versus frontal margin lacking such projections) (Fig. 8C) ; (v) anterolateral margins distinctly serrated (versus weakly serrated) (Fig. 6E, F) ; (vi) branchial regions with weak, flattened granules (versus branchial regions weakly rugose) (Fig. 6E, F) ; (vii) Gl terminal segment gently curving laterally, hooklike, with rounded tip directed laterally, with bluntly angular dorsal flap apex (versus strongly sinuous, with broad and flared tip directed upward, with broadly rounded dorsal flap apex) (Fig. 3C, D, G, H) ; and (viii) GI subterminal segment with bluntly angular shelf on median part of outer margin (versus broadly rounded shelf on median part of outer margin) (Fig. 3A, B, E, F) . De Man (1898) and Kemp (1923) also noted the first two differences listed above between specimens from the Mergui Archipelago and Thagata, without making any inferences from them. Specimens of P. Diagnosis.-Carapace relatively flat, broader than long; epigastric cristae not sharp, slightly rugose, distinctly anterior to postorbital cristae, postorbital cristae distinctly but gently convex; regions behind epigastric and postorbital cristae smooth; external orbital angle acutely triangular, with outer margin not much longer than inner margin, strongly developed, with deep, concave cleft separating it from epibranchial tooth; epibranchial tooth low, broadly triangular; frontal margin lacking distinct projection at either end; anterolateral margin weakly serrated, cristate; posterolateral margins strongly convergent posteriorly; branchial region weakly rugose; metabranchial region striated; cervical groove strongly developed; H-shaped groove well developed. GI sinuous, with terminal segment strongly sinuous, tip broad, flared, dorsal flap extending along almost entire length of terminal segment, with broadly rounded apex skewed toward proximal portion; subterminal segment broad, with broadly rounded shelf on about median part of outer margin. G2 with distal segment slightly longer than half of basal segment.
Remarks.-There has been some confusion regarding the taxonomy of Demanietta thagatensis (Rathbun, 1904) . In naming the species, no holotype was assigned by Rathbun (1904), although two different localities for the material that was attributed to this species were clearly stated: "Tenasserim: Thagata, sur le mont Mooleyit ... (localite typique)" and "Archipel Mergui: Thaing et Yimiki, les deux en l'ile King (de Man)." However, the suggestion of a type locality has no nomenclatural significance. We have examined type material from both Mergui and Thagata, and found it to represent two separate species. Specimens from the Mergui Archipelago belong to D. merguensis (Bott, 1966 ) (see earlier), while those reported on by de Man (1898) and Rathbun (1904) from Thagata are a distinct taxon. For these specimens, the name Potamon thagatense is available, and we hereby fix the identity of this species by designating the male specimen (59.7 x 42.4 mm) (MG III 269), collected by Fea from "Thagata, sur le mont Mooleyit, a. 500-600 m, Tenasserim, Birmania" as the lectotype for D. thagatensis (Rathbun, 1904 Diagnosis.-Carapace including epigastric, mesogastric, and branchial regions relatively flat, broader than long; epigastric cristae rugose, not sharp, distinctly anterior to postorbital cristae, postorbital cristae distinctly but gently convex; regions behind epigastric and postorbital cristae weakly rugose; external orbital angle broadly triangular, with outer margin longer than inner margin, with shallow, gently concave cleft separating it from epibranchial tooth; epibranchial tooth low, broad; frontal margin lacking distinct projection at either end; anterolateral margin weakly serrated, cristate; posterolateral margins strongly convergent posteriorly; branchial re-gion weakly rugose; metabranchial region weakly striated; cervical groove distinct; H-shaped groove well developed, GI slightly sinuous, slender; terminal segment gently sinuous, tip acute, slightly curving upward, dorsal flap extending along median third to half of terminal segment, with distinct bluntly angular apex skewed toward proximal portion and distinct notch on proximal margin; subterminal segment broad, without shelf on outer margin. G2 with distal segment subequal to half of basal segment.
Remarks.-This species was described and figured by Naiyanetr (1986) and Ng and Naiyanetr (1993) . Demanietta tritrungensis superficially resembles D. lansak in external morphology, especially in the gently concave postorbital cristae. Demanietta tritrungensis can be differentiated from D. lansak primarily by its slightly upwardly curving GI terminal segment having an acute tip, and a dorsal flap which has a bluntly angular apex and is notched on the proximal margin (versus straight Gl terminal segment having a rounded tip, and a dorsal flap which has a broadly rounded apex and an entire proximal margin) (Figs. 3K, L, 4K, L Diagnosis.-Carapace relatively flat, broader than long; epigastric cristae rugose, not sharp, distinctly anterior to postorbital cristae, postorbital cristae straight; regions behind epigastric and postorbital cristae smooth; external orbital angle broadly triangular, with outer margin longer than inner margin, with shallow, gently concave cleft separating it from epibranchial tooth; epibranchial tooth low, broad; frontal margin lacking distinct projection at either end; anterolateral margin weakly serrated, cristate; posterolateral margins strongly convergent posteriorly; branchial region distinctly rugose; metabranchial region striated; cervical groove distinct; H-shaped groove well developed. GI slightly sinuous, slender; terminal segment slightly sinuous, tip bluntly acute, distal part slightly recurved upward, dorsal flap extending along median third to half of terminal segment, with bluntly angular apex skewed toward proximal portion, appearing more tapered toward distal part with weak notch on proximal margin; subterminal segment less broad, with no shelf on outer margin. G2 with distal segment subequal to half of basal segment. (Fig.  7B, E) ; (ii) branchial regions more rugose (versus comparatively less rugose) (Fig. 7B,  E) ; and (iii) slightly sinuous GI terminal segment with bluntly acute tip, and dorsal flap with a bluntly angular apex which is skewed toward the proximal portion and has a weak notch on the proximal margin (versus almost straight GI terminal segment with rounded tip, and dorsal flap with a broadly rounded apex which is medial in position and has no notch on the proximal margin) (Figs. 4A-D,  5A-D : 1 9 (49.8 x 35.3 mm) (ZRC 1998.174 Remarks.-Demanietta khirikhan is the only member of the genus to have a convex dorsal carapace, giving it a distinctly swollen appearance (Figs. 7C, 8D) . However, it is still much less swollen-looking than the strongly inflated carapace of species of Thaiphusa (Ng and Naiyanetr, 1993) (Fig. 7A, D) . Diagnosis.-Carapace relatively flat, broader than long; epigastric cristae rugose, not sharp, distinctly anterior to postorbital cristae, postorbital cristae straight; regions behind epigastric and postorbital cristae smooth; external orbital angle broadly triangular, with outer margin longer than inner margin, with shallow, gently concave cleft separating it from epibranchial tooth; epibranchial tooth low, broad; frontal margin lacking distinct projection at either end; anterolateral margin weakly serrated cristate; posterolateral margins not Diagnosis.-Carapace relatively flat, broader than long; epigastric cristae rugose, not sharp, distinctly anterior to postorbital cristae, postorbital cristae straight; regions behind epigastric and postorbital cristae smooth; external orbital angle broadly triangular, with outer margin longer than inner margin, with shallow, gently concave cleft separating it from epibranchial tooth; epibranchial tooth low, broad, frontal margin lacking distinct projection at either end; anterolateral margin weakly serrated, cristate; posterolateral margins strongly convergent posteriorly; branchial region with distinct rugae; metabranchial region with distinct, short striae; cervical groove distinct; H-shaped groove well developed. Fingers of chelae usually broad and laterally flattened, with straight, almost parallel cutting edges, with scarcely any gape. GI sinuous; terminal segment sinuous, very slender, dorsal flap extending along median third to half of terminal segment, with broadly rounded apex usually medial in position; subterminal segment slender, sometimes posteriorly broad in larger specimens, sinuous, without shelf on outer margin, with distinctly concave inner margin. G2 with distal segment slightly longer than half of basal segment.
Etymology.-The species is named after Hua Hin District in Prachuap Khiri
Etymology.-The species is named after Suan Phung District in Ratchaburi Province, central Thailand, where the holotype and part of the type series were obtained. The species name is a noun in apposition.
Remarks.-Small to medium-sized individuals (up to cw 50 mm) of Demanietta suanphung are usually distinguishable from other members of the genus by the broad and flat fingers of their chelae that have almost no gape, with almost parallel cutting edges and small, relatively uniform cutting-edge teeth. However, larger individuals (cw >50 mm), especially adult males, like the holotype, have chelae similar to other species of Demanietta, with long, slender fingers and a distinct gape (Figs. 9, 10 ). This species can also be easily differentiated from other species of Demanietta by the terminal segment of its GI being very slender and sinuous (Fig. 5G, H) (versus terminal segment slender and gently sinuous or almost straight); and by the subterminal segment having a distinctly concave inner margin (Fig. 5E, F) (versus subterminal segment with slightly concave to almost concave inner margin). The shape of the abdomen of the holotype is narrower than that of other species of Demanietta. However, in males of varying age and size, the shape of the abdomen varied, being broader in some and narrower in others, with no apparent correlation with size. Subsequent examination of other species of Demanietta confirmed that the shape of the abdomen of the male is too variable to be used reliably as a specific diagnostic character. 
